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In the Matter of

Petition of Cavalier Telephone, LLC WC Docket No 02-359
Pursuant to Section 252(e)(5) of the
Communicattons Act for Preemption
of the Jurisdiction of the Virgima State
Corporation Commsston Regarding

Interconnection Disputes with Verizon
Virginia, Inc and for Arbitration

CAVALIER’S OBJECTIONS TO VERIZON’S WITNESSES AND EVIDENCE

Cavalier Telephone, LLC respectfully submits the following Objections to
Vernizon Virginia, Inc ’s witnesses and evidence

Issue/Witness Testimony/Exhibit Objections *

I55UE WITNESS [ TESTIMONY AND Reasons for Objections
NUMBER EXHIBITS OBJECTED
T 10 BY CAVALIER
C2 Don Alben Direct Testimony (DT) | Witness improperly provides legal
—p 5, lines 6-7 conclusions rather than testimony o

facts within his personal knowledge

(Rebuttal Tesumony (RT) — No
objections )

2 Peter DT Amico DT - p 3, tines 6-7 Witness improperly provides legal
vonclusions rather than testimony to
facts within hus personal knowledge

- {RT — No objections )

C3 Jonathan Snuth DT - p 3. lines 15-17, Witncss tmproperly provides legal
p 8, lines 15-20,p 9, conclusions rather than lesumony 1o
lines 20-24, p 10, lines | facis within hus personal knowledge
13-30, p 11, hines §-2

 Cavalrer reserves the nght to move to exclude any other tesumony 1f cross-examination of a witness
teveals a basis (or such motion

" Cavalier objects 10 Venizon™s designation of unspecified documents produced 1n discovery as evidence
and reserves the nght W object 1o any specific documents thal Venzon seeks to introduce



|

{RT - No objections )

4 tonathan Smith (DT, RT — No objections )

5 Jonathan Snuth (DT, RT - No objections )

Co Wilham Green DT-p2, lines 2-4, 8- Witness improperly provides legal
I, p3, lines 19-20, conclusions rather than testumony to
lines 11-18,20-23,p 4, | facts within his persondl knowledge
lines 11-18, p 5, hines
21-22, p 6, hines 1-5, 8-

16, p 7, hines 2-3
RT -p 2, hines 3-18,
22,23

9 Rosemanc Clayton DT —p7, lines 9-10, p | Witness improperly provides legal
8, lines 11-16, 19-23, conclusions rather than lesumony (o
p9, lines 1-12, p 10, facts within her personal knowledge
lenes 13-15,20-22, 25,

p Ll, lines 1-3, 10-11,

21-23,p 12, linc I,

p 12.hnes 9-13, p 14,

ltnes 4-6

RT - p6, lines 11-12,

P& Iines 3-5,p 10,
o - Imes 6-22

Clo Donald Albert DT - p 14, lines 14-20, | Witness improperly provides legal
p L7, lines 6-13,p 19, conclusions rather than tesumony o
lines £-2.p 24, lines 3- | facts within his personal knowledge
6,9-11
RT - p 10, hne 29,
plil.lines1-2,pl3,

) lines 2-7

Cio Alice Shocket DT - p 14, lincs 14-20, | Witness impropertly provides legal
p 17, lines 6-13,p 19, conclusions rather than testimony to
lines 1-2. p 24, hnes 3- | facts withun her personal knowledge
6,9-11
RT - p 10, hne 29,
plL, hnes[-2,p 13,
hines 2-7

Ciz Thomas Maguire DT - p6, lines 16-2] Witness improperly provides legal

conclusiens rather than testimony to
facts withun his personal knowledge
o {RT — No objections )

Cl4 Donald Albent DT - p 26, hnes 5-14, Witness improperly provides legal
17-19 conclusions rather than testimony to
RT - p 13, lincs 23-25, | facts within his personal knowledge
p 14, hnes 1-7, 10-11,

p 16, lines 5-6,p L7,
hnes 12-14, 21-23,
- p.19, lines 13-16

Cl4a Rosemarie Clayton DT —p 26, hines 5-14, Witness improperiy provides legal

17-19 conclusions rather than testimony to

RT - p 13, hnes 23-25,
p 14, hnes 1-7, 10-11,
p 16, hnes 5-6.p 17,

facts within her personal knowledge




T hines 12-14, 21-23,

p 19, ines 13-16, and
Exhibit C 1l it was not
produced timely n
discovery

Cl6 Alan Young DT - p 2, lines 4-10, Witness improperly provides legal

16, p 3, lincs 7-11, p 6, | conclusions rather than testimony (o
hines 11-16, p 7, lines facts withim his personal knowledge
8-9, 16-18,21-23,p§,
lines 1-3, p 9, lines 5,
15-20, p 10, lines 4-13,
and kxhibit C 1f 1t was
not produced timely 1n
discovery

C17 Jonathan Snuth DT - p 15, lines 20-23, | Witness improperly provides legal
p 17, hnes 23-25, p 18, | conclusions rather than testimony to
lines 1-3,23-25, p 19, facts within his personal knowledge
lines 1-5

{RT — No objecuions )
CIg§ Michael Toothmaun/ DT - p4, lines 12-16, Witncsses improperly provide legal
Stephen Spencer p 6,12-21,p 13, lines conclusions rather than testimony to
-7 facts within their personal knowledge
(RT - No objections
C21/v34 Jonathan Smith DT - p 19, lines 8-9, Witness improperly provides legal
p 20, lines 18-19, p 21, | conclusions rather than testimony to
lines 3-8, 11-13, p 22, facts within his personal knowledge
lines 3-6
RT -p 11, lines 22-23,
p 14, lines 3-8

C24 Jonathan Smith DT -p 23, lines 17-23, | Witness improperly provides legal
p 24, lines 1-2, p 25, conclusions rather than testimony to
lines 9-12, 18-26, p 26, | facts within his personal knowlcdge
lines 1-10, 16-19
RT —p 16, hnes 10-14,

16,p 17, lines 1-3
C25 Gregory Romano DT -p 3, lines 19-23, 1 Witness improperly provides legal

p4, lmes 1, 9-14, 16-
18,20-23, p 5, lines |-
16

RT-p L, ines 19-23

conclusions, mcluding argument in
the inadmussible form of a brief,
rather than tesumony to facts within
his personal knowledge

2 Witness improperly provides
opinion without adequate factual
foundauon

3 Wilness's testimony 1s
objectionable due to Virgima Rule of
Professional Conduct 3.7(a), and
comments 1,2 and 4 to such Rule,
because Witness represented Venzon
in the settlement negotiations out of
which this proceeding in its present
form arose
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[ Louis Agro

1 Unduly prejudicial, as witness
raiscs specific 1ssues about PAP, its
mcthodology and its implementation,
that were not raised in Verizon's
Direct tesumony While Cavalier
rebutted Vernizon within the scope of
Verizon’s direct testumony, Vernizon's
new witness raises ncw assertions that
Cavalier 1s unable to seek discovery
over and Lo rebut

2 Unduly prejudicial, as witness cites
specific PAP measurcments for the
first time and introduces new
stansuical data, when Cavalicr has no
opportunity to seek discovery over or
to rebut

3 Witness mproperly provides legal
conclusions rather than tesumony to
facts within his personal knowledge

Roscmarie Clayton

DT - p 27, ines 10-11,
p 28, lines 3-8, 13-21,
p 29, hnes 1-5, p 30,
lines 3-5, 8-10,

RT -p 20, hnes 17-22,
p2l, hines 11-17, p 22,
lines 22-23

Witness impropetly provides legal
conclusions rather than testimony to
facts within her personal knowledge

27

Lous Agro

RT - pages 5-8, and
Exhibit A thercto

| Unduly prejudicial, as witness
raises specific 1ssues about PAP, 1ts
methodology and 1ts implementation,
that werc not raised in Venizon’s
Direct testimony  While Cavalser
rebutted Venizon within the scope of
Venizon's direct testimony, Verizon's
new witness raises new assertions that
Cavalier 15 unable to scek discovery
over and to rcbut

2 Unduly prejudicial, as witness cites
specific PAP measurements for the
first tune and introduces new
staustical data, when Cavalier has no
opporiunity to seek discovery over or
to rebut

3 Witness improperly provides legal
conclusions rather than tesumony (o
fucts within his personal knowledge
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Respectfully submitted,

Stephen T Perkins {VA Bar #38483)
Cavalier Telephone, L1.C

2134 West Laburnum Avenue
Richmond, Virgima 23227-4342
Telephone. 804 422 4517
Facsimile 804.422.4599

e-mail sperkins@cavtel.com

- and-


mailto:sperkins@cavtel.com

Richard U Stubbs (MA Bar # 563207)
Cavalier Tclephone Mid-Atlantic, LLC
965 Thomas Drive

Warminster, Pennsylvanma 18974
Telephone 267 803 4002

Facsimile 267 803 4147

e-mail rstubbs@cavtel.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that true and accurate copies of the foregoing pleading were served on the
following persons, by the methods indicated

by electronic mail and by first clasys U S mail-

Karen Zacharia

Kathleen M Gnrillo

Verizon Virginia Inc

1515 North Court House Road, 5th Floor

Arlington, VA 22201

e-mail karen sachariativerizon com;
kathleen.m grllo@verizon com,

James R Young

Kimberly A Newman

O’Melveny & Myers

1625 I Street, NW

Washington, DC 20006

e-mail [rvoung@omm.com,
knewman{@omm com , and

by electronic mail

Ms Terri Natoh (tern natolifeifcc pov);
Mr Jeremy Miller (jeremy miller@fce gov); and
Ms Deena Shetler (deena shetleriifee gov)
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